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Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)l3 Yes 6)0 No. 
If Yes, brief description: images of display performance , 

Claim(s) discussed: AH- 

Identification of prior art discussed: Applied prior art . 

Agreement with respect to the claims ()□ was reached. g)|3 was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet , 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 1) The issue of Focal Conic state causing defects in the interline 
regions was discussed including the issues of Black Matrix hiding said defect and whether the influence of Focal Conic 
would be positive or negative relative pixel area state of the liquid crystal, e.g.. cross talk. 2) The issue of the claimed 
geometry and voltage relationships having resultant beneficial claimed performance was discussed including the 
implications of Applicant's enabling disclosure. Examiner will look into issues of Black Matrix and cross talk and will be 
happy to preview proposed claim amendments in an effort to expedite prosecution. 



3 



